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As the result of your critical examination of a number of the 
quotations made by the New Testament writers from the Old, you 
remark : 


“Tn all the New Testament there occur no cases of greater difficulty, 
than those which have now been brought before the reader’s mind. He 
will bear me witness, then, that 1 am not disposed to avoid the question 
which such passages bring up, nor by any management to keep it out of 
sight. If he hesitates to explain the New Testament quotations as I 
have done, I can only solicit him to study thoroughly the whole subject 
of quotations, and then to take also into view the usual ancient and Jewish 
method of quoting and applying Scripture, as exhibited in the Mishna, 
the Gemara, and the writings of the Rabbins. If he does not come to the 
same conclusion, at last, which I have now developed, I can only say, his 
views and his modes of reasoning must be scene foreign from those 
which the great mass of well informed interpreters have of late exhib- 
ited. 

“T can find, then, no warrant in the New Testament for giving a double 
sense to the words of the Old Testament. And if it be a fact, that the 
apostles have so iiterpreted the Hebrew Scriptures, it is no warrant for 
me, or any other uninspired person, to interpret them in such a way, be- 
yond what the apostles have already done. Plainly, a meaning not dis- 
coverable by any of the laws or principles of language, (and such surely 
is the wzovore in question,)’can be discovered with certainty only by the 
guidance of inspiration. All short of this must be conjecture merely ; 
and on conjecture we cannot establish either doctrine or prophecy.” 
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How far the opponents of your sentiments will fee! themselves 
complimented by the intimation, that their differing from the con- 
clusions to which you have come is owing to their not having 
‘ studied thoroughly the subject of quotations,’ I pretend not to say. 
For myself I can only affirm, that the more diligently I study the 
subject, the more decided is my dissent from your views ; and as to 
the appeal to the usage of the Mishna, the Gemara, and the Rab- 
binical writers in general, I certainly could not desire any stronger 
confirmation of the doctrine of a double sense, than is afforded by 
their authority. It is in fact the grand feature of their interpreta- 
tion, and one has only to consult the work of Surenhusius on the 
subject to be convinced that, as he expresses it, “the authors of 
the Gemara and the ancient allegorical writers interpreted the 
Scripture in such a manner as to change the literal sense of the 
words into a noble and spiritual sense.” That the ancient Jewish 
writers, however, did also quote their sacred books by way of ac- 
commodation, I do not deny; but that their general usage in the 
matter of quotations should be appealed to in disproof of the doc- 
trine of double sense, strikes me about as strangely as if one should 
refer to the narratives of the Evangelists to prove that the Phari- 
sees were not vehement sticklers for tradition. The perusal of a 
few chapters of the Apocryphal books of Wisdom and Ecclesias- 
ticus, or of a few pages of Philo, or any of the treatises of the Tal- 
mud, will very speedily settle this question, as a question of fact. 

The grand result to which you come, you announce in the ex- 
plicit declaration, that you ‘ find no warrant in the New Tsetament 
for giving a double sense to the words of the Old Testament.’ My 
own conclusion from the same premises is, that the New Testa- 
ment affords a most abundant warrant for such a sense, and it is 
left to our readers to decide for themselves, in view of the evidence 
adduced, on which side the truth lies. 

My conviction strengthens with every sentence I write, of the 
extreme erroneousness of the theory which denies the double sense 
of prophecy, and the pressure of a great interest of revelation is on 
my spirit. The following sentence from a work which has re- 
cently fallen under my notice expresses so fully my own impres- 
sions on the subject that I make no apology for introducing it in 
this connexion. “ In tracing thus far the history of spiritual inter- 
pretation, we have seen that its practice is neither unscriptural nor 
unreasonable. It cannot indeed be rejected or reduced to the mere 
notion of accommodation, without questioning the inspiration, with- 
out rejecting the doctrinal and spiritual authority of the gospel ; 
and it cannot be overlooked without cutting off one of the living 
sources of edification which the word of God offers to our use.” 
Conybeare’s Bamp. Lect. on the Second. and Spirit. Interp. of Scrip. 
p- 36. Let it be distinctly understood, however, that I do not deem 
your position, as held by yourself, to be one that is chargeable with 
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the questioning of the inspiration or the rejection of the doctrinal or 
spiritual authority of the gospel, but I do maintain that in its own 
nature it tends to this result, and that with many of its German 
defenders it has actually reached it. Thus Bauer (in Glass. Phil. 
Sac., vol. iv. p. 29) does not scruple to express himself as follows :— 
‘Que (all spiritual and mystical interpretation) cum per se im- 
probabilis et prorsus arbitraria sit, merito repudianda est.” The 
commentaries of Rosenmiiller on the Psalms and on Isaiah will 
abundantly supply the illustration of this sweeping canon. Now 
while I would on no account represent you as sympathizing with 
such a pernicious dogma as this, yet I cannot deem it a breach of 
charity to suggest, that your well known respect for German her- 
meneutics and your constant familiarity with them, have gradually 
and imperceptibly warped your prepossessions in favor of the 
principles on which a large portion of them is built, so that under 
this influence, while aiming to lop off the luxuriant excrescences 
that have grown around revelation, you do in fact pare i to the 
quick. .“ The blood thereof which is the life thereof” trickles after 
the withdrawment of your exegetical scalpel. This I deplore, be- 
cause I cannot conceive that such a Draconic severity of inter- 
pretation is at all necessary to guard the sacred volume from abuse, 
and because it wars with the highest edification of the people of 
God. While I would join heart and hand with you in rejecting 
those wild, forced, far-fetched, allegorical and typical expositions, 
which Luther calls ‘ the froth of Scripture,’ I would at the same 
time give free reception to those sober second senses which seem 
to spring out of the very genius of a typical economy. I am aware 
that I utter this in full view of your verdict to the contrary in the 
following sentence :—‘ The advocates for a double sense, or spirit- 
walizing, will doubtless reply to all this, that ‘ the abuse is no good 
argument against the use of it.’ In most cases this is certainly to 
be conceded. But if a thing is of such a nature that it is all abuse, 
and must be so, it is a good argument against it. Of such a nature 
I must believe the practice of mystical interpreters to be ’’ This is 
assuredly strong speech. I know indeed that the generic term 
‘ mystical’ is of import sufficiently wide to include a great deal that 
I should deem as offensive and mischievous as you would. It de- 
fines a mental region in which lurk a great many evil spirits of 
allegory and fiction, which need to be driven out by the demonifuge 
of an austere logic; but I must still protest against bringing every 
thing ‘ mystical’ under such a ban as your words imply. I can 
never consent to grant that all use of such a style of interpretation 
is abuse. It is not judging righteous judgment. Of this I trust I 
have already given convincing proofs, and it would be very easy 
to give as many more, but as I propose to make this the last com- 
munication on this part of your work, I forbear entering upon any 
details that can properly be waved. 
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If I have thus far done any justice to my own ideas of the char- 
acter of your positions in their region of hermeneutics, I have made it, 
I trust, somewhat apparent, that your work contains much that is 
fallacious in principle, and nota little that is dangerous in tendency. 
But in the paragraphs which I am now about to consider, we en- 
counter sentiments marked by these qualities in a pre-eminent degree. 
I should have preferred to meet with them from a very different 
quarter ; I might then have felt less restraint in speaking of them as 
I think they deserve. As it is, I perceive I shall find a large draft 
made upon any little tact I may possess in the way of clothing a 
severe sense in gentle phrase. 

After insisting that those who have a mind to this “ fancy work 
of spiritual interpretation,” shall confine themselves religiously 
within the limits prescribed by the actual usage of the New Testa- 
ment writers, you say :— 


“There is one simple principle that should run through all preaching 
and all expositions ; which is, that the mind of the scriptural writer should 
be given as it was originally expressed by his language. 'The meaning of 
any book, is simply what the writer had in his own mind and intended to 
express. This being given, the work of interpretation is done.” 

This idea is reiterated again and again in different parts of your 
volume, and will come under special consideration in what I have to 
say on your second section. But that you have not been unmindful 
of what would naturally be suggested in reply, appears from the 
following remarks :— 


“When we say, that the Scriptures mean what the authors of them 
designed they should mean, we are not unfrequently arrested here by 
questions such as the following: Who then is the proper Author of the 
Scriptures? And if God be that author, by his Spirit, then may we not 
well suppose that the words of Scripture are more significant than the 
common laws of language would allow them to be? 

“T will not allege, that the subject, as presented by these questions, is 
attended by no difficulties. Yet it seems to me, after the most careful 
attention which I have been able to bestow upon it, that these difficulties 
are not insuperable.” 


I cannot regard it as any very signal stretch of concession to grant 
that the subject, as presented by these questions, is attended with 
difficulties. I fear they are greater than your explanations will 
enable you to overcome. Let jus look at them, and keep our eye 
fixed distinctly upon the true nodus to be solved. The grand diff- 
culty, whatever it be, is one of your own creating. It arises from 
your adopting such language in regard to the inspired books, as 
that “the mind of the scriptural writer” is mainly to be regarded 
in the matter of interpretation—that “the meaning of any book 
is simply what the writer had in his own mind, and intended to 
express.” That there should be difficulty in reconciling this with 
the admission, which no Christian writer dares in express terms to 
withhold, that the Spirit of God is the true author of the Scrip- 
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tures, is not at all surprising. But repeat that the difficulty is one 
of your own creating, and one which must look to you alone for 
solution. On the common view there is no practical difficulty ; for 
that view regards the sacred penmen, when uttering predictions, 
as the mere organs through which the prompting Spirit spake, and 
it has no questions to ask respecting their own personal meaning 
or intentions. They doubtless had the design to describe accurately 
the various phenomena of their visions, but the inner purport and 
scope of these visions—the product of Omnipotence—did not 
enter into their meaning, because we have no reason to suppose 
that, as a general fact, they understood it ; and it would be strange 
indeed if they intended to express a meaning which they had not. 
All beyond the faithful portraiture of the scenery which the Spirit 
of God spread before their mind’s eye, falls into the purpose of God 
himself, and not into theirs. Having a dream they told a dream, and 
this was all that was to be expected of them. The sacred writers, in 
inditing the Scriptures, were very much in the condition of the lad 
that went after Jonathan’s arrows. He heard the voice of his 
master, telling him that the arrow was “ beyond him,” but he knew 
nothing of the import of that expression as a concerted signal be- 
tween Jonathan and David. “And Jonathan cried after the lad, 
Make speed, haste, stay not. And Jonathan’s lad gathered up the 
arrows and came to his master. But the lad knew not any thing; 
only Jonathan and David knew the matter.” 
This is a view of the subject, however, which your theory, as 
far as I understand it, entirely precludes. You insist upon it, that 
“the prophets were inspired by the Holy Ghost, in order that they 
might with certainty and authority give information respecting 
things past, present, and tocome. To give informaticn, necessarily 
supposes that they themselves possessed it. The language em- 
ployed, therefore, means just what the writers designed it should 
mean. Every book is fully interpreted, when the exact mind of 
the writer is unfolded.” This last sentence you have italicized, as 
containing a sentiment which you evidently regard as fundamental 
in the discussion before us. ‘That such is the fact we are not at 
liberty to question, when we hear you say in the next paragraph, 
—“ If they (the prophets) uttered words as mere automata, which 
they did not themselves understand, then they neither received nor 
imparted any revelation.” Ihave found a good many things to 
wonder at in the course of my perusal of your pages, but nothing 
that moves my astonishment like this. To hear it gravely asserted 
by a Christian teacher, occupying a chair in a theological seminary, 
that inspired men are not to be expected to impart information 
which they do not themselves possess—that instead of being pas- 
sive recipients and organs of divine revelations, they must them- 
selves have had a conscious co-intelligence of the subject matter 
of their oracles,—and that the true purport and scope of these ora- 
19* 
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cles can be grasped only so far as their personal sense and mean- 
ing in them is ascertained—may well prompt the serious inquiry, 
What next? I know of nothing in the whole circle of German 
paralogisms more derogatory to the word of God, than the prin- 
ciple involved in this mode of speech. That the language you have 
employed on this subject, when understood in its ultimatum of im- 
port, does actually broach a doctrine, respecting the authorship of 
the Scriptures, new to the churches of this land, and fraught with | 
most ominous issues, there is no room to question. Yet boldly and 
unequivocally to discard the current phraseology on the subject, 
would be, if possible, a still greater outrage upon established ideas, 
and therefore you say :— 

“That, when the Holy Spirit inspired the prophets and led them to 
utter predictions, he himself attached a wider and fuller and more definite 
extent of meaning to the words employed, than the prophets did or could, 
J cannot doubt. All the future was perfectly known to the Spirit of God. 
It is, indeed, an easy matter to illustrate this. When Newton or La 
Place used the word sun, it recalled to their minds all the astronomical 
views of that luminary which they had acquired by study; while the 
peasant, who employs the same word, means only the apparent luminar 
of the skies which rises and sets and scatters light and warmth over all 
the earth. But if Newton or La Place were to converse with any per- 
sons destitute of astronomical knowledge, they would of course employ 
the word sun only in a sense intelligible to them. On any other ground 
they could not expect to be understood. 

“ Like to this, now, must be the case in regard to prophetic revelation. 
If God reveals the future to men, then he must speak so as to be under- 
stood. The things suggested by the words employed, are, beyond all 
question, understood by him incomparably better than they can be by 
men. But the question before us is, not what knowledge God possesses, 
but what has he designed to reveal? Now if he employs words as the 
medium of a revelation respecting the future, then those words are to be 
interpreted by the ordinary rules of language, or else there is of course 
no aw made by them. An occult sense here is of course no sense 
at all. 

Here the axe of innovation thunders again at the root of the 
tree of hermeneutics, and against the carved work of the sanc- 
tuary. If Ihave rightly pondered the purport of this paragraph, 
it teaches a very strange doctrine ; viz., that God cannot properly 
be said to reveal what is not immediately understood—that the 
idea of a gradual unfolding of a prophetic sense by means of its 
gradual fulfilment is an utter fallacy—and consequently, for the 
church to expect a growing increase of light as to the hidden im- 
port of obscure predictions, is to fill itself with the east wind. {f 
this position does not throw the reader into an ecstasy of amaze- 
ment, it- will be simply because it comes at the close instead of the 
commencement of your reasonings—because he has already met 
with so many astounding solecisms in the course of your arguments, 
that he ceases to be any longer surprised at any thing. Such a 
sentiment occurring in any other work would at once array against 
itself, in the mind of the Christian student, the principle.involved in 
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the declarations of the Saviour in the following passages, John 13: 
19: “ Now I tell you before it come, that when it is come to pass, 
ye may believe that I am he.” Ch. 14: 29, “ And now I have 
told you before it come to pass, that when it is come to pass ye 
might believe.” Ch. 16: 4, “ But these have I told you, that 
when the time shall come, ye may remember that I told you of 
them.” With the tenor of these intimations we learn that the 
fact actually corresponded; John 2: 22, “ When therefore he 
was risen from the dead, his disciples remembered that he had said 
this unto them; and they believed the Scripture, and the word 
which Jesus had said.” For myself I can freely say, that I never 
imagined that I was going counter to a grand canon of interpre- 
tation, in taking these passages to imply that prophetic announce- 
ments are often made under the dictation of the Holy Ghost, which 
were designedly wrapped for the present in a veil of obscurity, 
which time and Providence would gradually dispel ; and conse- 
quently that superior advantages in understanding the prophecies 
would accrue, from the cumulative evidence of their truth, to every 
subsequent age of the church. Now, to maintain that in all these 
cases there is no revelation made, and no adequate object answered, 
by such announcements, strikes me as involving something far 
more serious than a mere exegetica] error; nor can I refrain from 
expressing an earnest hope that your own sober second thoughts 
will recognize and recoil from the inevitable results of your pre- 
mises. In this case you will scarcely fail to expunge from another 
edition of your “ Hints” the following paragraph occurring in this 
connexion, and which “ dying, I should wish to blot.” 


“Put the case now, for example, that Rev. xii. was unintelligible to 
those whom John addressed, and of course is so to us; then what was 
the object in writing Rev. xii.? Certainly not to reveal any thing to the 
church then, or since ; for, on the ground taken, nothing is revealed. Of 
what use then are such predictions, (if we may apply such a misnomer to 
them,) to the church of Christ ? Surely they can have been of no use, 
thus far. For what purpose then was the Apocalypse written? If we 
may follow the suggestions of the book, in all parts of it, it was written 
to encourage and console Christians in the midst of severe trials and 
fiery persecutions—to console them with the certain prospect of the 
triumphs of the church over all her enemies. But what consolation or 
what instruction could be derived frora those parts of the book, which 
were intelligible neither to John himsel!, nor to any of his readers ? None 
—none! What shall we say then? Has God spoken for no purpose ? Or 
has he spoken for a particular pyrpose, and yet in such a way as not at 
all to answer that purpose ? I cannot venture on such positions.” 


I offer no comments upon this, because I cannot conceive it 
possible that any intelligent Christian can hesitate for a moment to 
perceive, that an immensely important end is answered by vindi- 
cating the divine prescience of future events, and affording to his 
people, from age to age, a confirmation of their faith, and a key 
to unlock the mysteries of Providence. 
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As to the intimation, that the grand aim of the Apocalypse was 
to encourage and console Christians in the midst of severe trials and 
fiery persecutions, with the certain prospect of the triumphs of the 
church over all her enemies, I trust it will not be inferred that 
I assent to it because I do not deny it. That the disclosures of 
the divine purposes relative to the church are intrinsically of a 
sustaining and consolatory nature, there can be no doubt; but I 
find no reason to rest dissatisfied with the declared drift of the 
book in its opening sentence itl to show unto his servants things 
which must shortly come to pass.”” In other words, the dominant 
scope of the Apocalypse is to reveal the course of events bearing 
upon the interests of the church to the time of the end—a favor 
which God has been pleased to confer quite as much for the in- 
struction as for the consolation of his people. 

But you have suggested an illustration of your theory on which 
you appear to lay some stress, and which I should perhaps wrong 
your argument, or at least neglect to fortify mine, by overlooking. 
You say that Newton or La Place in discoursing astronomy to pea- 
sants would employ the word ‘ sun,’ not as conveying all the ideas 
which it suggested to their own minds, but simply in a sense intel- 
ligible to their pupils, as otherwise they could not expect to be 
understood. In like manner God, in disclosing the future to man, 
does not employ a diction conveying all the knowledge which he 
possesses, but merely that which results from the words ‘ inter- 
preted by the ordinary rules of language,’ and which could be 
readily comprehended. Now the force of this illustration, in its 
bearing upon the point in hand, depends entirely upon a condition 
which, though not expressed, is necessarily implied ; and that is, 
that the ideas of the neophytes must be restricted to precisely that 
conception of the heavenly luminary which the word ‘sun,’ in its 
ordinary acceptation, is known to convey. But suppose these 
astronomical students, after receiving their elementary lessons from 
such distinguished masters, should go on prosecuting their studies 
and researches—enlarging their mathematical resources—extend- 
ing their physical science—plying the telescope and elevating their 
general views —would not the word ‘ sun’ be continually acquiring 
a growing fulness of import in their vocabulary, and thus be ap- 
proximating to the sense which it bore in the minds of their teach- 
ers ? And what idle hypercriticism would it be to say, that in this 
case the term ‘ sun’ revealed nothing but what was understood as 
soon as it was uttered? The fact is, it is a progressive revelation 
which is thus made. It is becoming more and more plenary in 
proportion as the knowledge acquired on the subject is augmented. 
And so in regard to prophetic disclosures in the Bible. Nothing 
is more nugatory than to affirm that God reveals only so much as 
is at once apprehended by the prophets or others from the mere 
letter of his announcements. “ The question before us,” you re- 
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mark, “is, not what knowledge God possesses, but, what has he 
designed to reveal?” He has designed to reveal just so much as is 
conveyed by his language, when the fulfilment has shown how 
much that is. The facts of the accomplishment are the true ex- 
ponent of the measure of revelation vouchsafed in the verbal re- 
cord. He surely has not shut us up to the scanty modicum of 
information wrapped in the integuments of the bare letter. He 
has nowhere told us that we shall understand just so much from 
his words, and no more. We are not straitened in him, but in our- 
selves. He accounts it no presumption that we should endeavor 
to approximate as near as possible to the knowledge which he 
possesses on the subject which he has seen fit to reveal. 

If this be a correct view of the subject, then I shall have no 
occasion to inform the reader how far from correct is the scope of 
the ensuing remarks. Light and darkness are not more manifest 
in their opposition to each other. 


“ How can we then subscribe to the sentiment, that prophecy, when 
originally uttered, was not only obscure but unintelligible? The mén 
who uttered it were inspired ; and if so, did they not understand what 
they meant to say? If they did, then have they not uttered their mean- 
ing in such a way that others can understand them? If all this be de- 
nied, then two conclusions inevitably follow: the first, that no revelation 
was made, so far as the passages in question are concerned, to the pro- 

hets themselves ; for certain it is, that no revelation is made to any 
individual who can understand nothing of that which is communicated ; 
the second, that others, who were addressed by the prophets, had in fact 
no revelation at all made to them; for if inspired men did not understand 
the things that were uttered, surely uninspired ones could not understand 
them. Can any’sober and reasonable man now bring himself to believe 
in such a state of things as this? Prophets speak in the name of God, 
and men are required to hear on inate of death, and to give diligent 
heed to what is said. -Yet, from the nature of the case, neither the pro- 
phet nor his hearers can obtain any correct view of what is said. The 
church is to wait for hundreds, or thousands of years, before any true 
light dawns upon the darkness of the oracles. Fulfilment alone can dif- 
fuse this light. The treasure has been locked up, and withdrawn from 
the view of all; and yet men were bound to believe, that it was a pre- 
cious treasure, and would at some period or other be available for use. 
But no ; it never is truly available for any part of that purpose, in respect 
to which it professes to have been given. It was given as a prediction— 
given to foretell events that were tocome. Yet it is no prediction ; for 
it never is, or can be, understood, until that to which it relates has already 
taken place. Then, if at last it be understood at all, it has become his- 
tory, and not prediction.” 


Were I to give utterance to my honest sentiments on this extract 
I should say at once, that if a premium were proposed to be awarded 
for the greatest amount of error that could be condensed into the 
smallest possible compass, the above paragraph might put in a 
claim, which could not well fail to be successful. We behold, in the 
foreground, standing, like Goliath of Gath, the giant paradox, that 
men cannot be inspired unless they understand what they are 
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prompted to say! Then, secondly, we are in effect taught, that if 
the prophets did not understand what was communicated to them, 
no revelation was made, either to them or to their readers! But this 
is not all; the truth which is not immediately available is never 
available! And finally, the rear of this phalanx of fallacies is 
brought up by the argument, that a prediction which is not intelli- 
gible till it is explained by the fulfilment, is no prediction ; for 
when at last it is understood it has become history, and is not, and 
never has been, prediction! If ever a man could be justified for 
doubting the evidence of his own senses, methinks it would be in 
the perusal of such sentiments as those I have now transcribed, 
considered as coming from a Christian interpreter of the Christian 
Scriptures. I am led to exclaim in amazement, What does it mean ? 
An inspired prophet not inspired unless he understands ail he utters ! 
What then shall we make of the declaration of the writer, Dan. 
12: 8, “And I heard, but I understood not ;” and what of the intima- 
tion that immediately follows, v. 9, “Go thy way, Daniel; for the 
words are closed up and sealed till the time of the end.” This 
certainly has very much the air of “ locking up” a treasure, and 
withdrawing it from view ; and yet I do not think we should infer 
that the treasure was necessarily annihilated by being concealed, 
any more than we should, that the rich man’s treasures of gold or 
silver are lost when locked up for the present in his strong box. I 
doubt if you would reject the present of a casket of jewels simply 
for the reason that the acceptance was burthened with the condi- 
tion, that it should not be unlocked for a given space of time ; nor 
do I believe you would be very apt to speak of such a treasure as 
“ unavailable.” Why then shall we apply this epithet to inspired 
predictions, the full meaning of which time alone can fully devel- 
ope ? 

; I understand well the force of your objection to the common 
view of the subject, viz.: that as prediction is foretelling, and as 
that which foretel/s must tell, or be intelligible, at the present, so 
there is no propriety in calling that a prediction which does not 
answer to this condition. I shall have occasion to consider this 
dogma in extenso in my next letter. At present I conclude, with 
the candid avowal of my gratitude for having encountered a series 
of positions, the bare display of which is perhaps the most effectual 
mode of disproval. Certain it is, that I have felt myself exempted 
from the labor of any great amount of purely argumentative dis- 
cussion, by the simple exhibition, in their naked import, of the tenor 
of your principles and premises. That they have not previously 
called out a note of equally emphatic protestation from other quar- 
ters, 1 can only account for on the supposition, that a feeling of 
deep personal respect, in the Christian community, towards the 
author, has prevented a distinct recognition of their true character. 
For myself, though unconscious of any want of due and decorous 
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respect to the person of the writer, yet, I have felt constrained, by 
a paramount regard to truth, to attempt, without fear or favor, an 
exposition of errors in the department of hermeneutics, which strike 


me with surprise, and fill me with alarm. 
Yours, in Christian bonds, 


Geo. Busu. 





THE JUDGMENT OF THE BEAST AND THE LITTLE HORN, SUC- 
CEEDED BY THE EVERLASTING KINGDOM OF THE SAINTS. 
EXPOSITION OF DANIEL VII. 9—28. 


[CONTINUED.] 
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And there was given him do- 
minign, and glory, and a kingdom, 
that all people, nations, and Jan- 
guages, should serve him: his do- 
minion is an everlasting dominion, 
which shall not pass away, and his 
kingdom, that which shall not be 
destroyed. 


LAT. VULG. 


Et dedi ei potestatem, et honor- 
em, et regnum; et omnes popuili, 
tribus, et linguae ipsi servient; 
potestas ejus, potestas aeterna, 
quae non auferetur; et regnum 
ejus, quod non corrumpetur. 
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Tue object of this approach to the Ancient of Days is clearly 
indicated by the words before us. It was that he might receive 
“ dominion (j2>¥ swtany), and glory ("Pp"), and a kingdom (>>), 
that all people, nations, and languages should serve him.” It is 
the symbolical representation of the delegation of power from its su- 
preme possessor to a constituted regent. It sets forth the investiture 
of the ‘Son of Man, with that vice-regal lordship which he, in the 
divine economy, was to exercise over the nations of the earth, and 
through the perpetuity of time. It is the declaration of that pro- 
posed bestowment of honor and authority upon the Messiah, to which 
so many passages of the Psalms and the Prophets respond. Ps. 72: 
8-11, ‘ He shall have dominion also from sea to sea, and from the 
river unto the ends of the earth. They that dwell in the wilder- 
ness shall bow before him; and his enemies shall lick the dust. 
The kings of Tarshish and of the isles shall bring presents: the 
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kings of Sheba and Seba shall offer gifts. Yea, all kings shall fall 
down before him: all nations shall serve him.” It was, in fact, the 
visionary inauguration of the appointed Messiah to the high and 
august supremacy of his spiritual kingdom, and is but realizing in 
visionary act what is uttered in word in the 110th Psalm, “ The Lord 
said unto my Lord, Sit thou at my right hand till I make thine ene- 
mies thy footstool.” Jt was at the very time that we are now 
considering, that this session at the Father’s right hand is to be re- 
garded as having commenced. This is in fact the grand epoch of 
the mediatorial providence of God, and the view we have given is 
authenticated by the subsequent interpretation of the angel. After 
having stated in general terms, v. 17, 18, that “ these great beasts 
which are four, are four kings (kingdoms), which shall arise out of 
the earth,” and adding, that “the saints of the Most High shall 
take the kingdom and possess the kingdom for ever and ever,” he 
goes on in the sequel to say more fully, in solution of the visionary 
scene of the 13th and 14th verses, that “ the kingdom and dominion, 
and greatness of the kingdom under the whole heaven, shall be 
given to the people of the saints of the Most High, whose king- 
dom is an everlasting kingdom, and all dominions shall serve and 
obey him.” By one of an enlarged comprehension of the economy 
of this celestial €mpire, it will be deemed no disparagement of the 
real Kingship of Christ, that he shares it with his saints, or that, 
while the rule is in one passage predicated of him, it is in another 
apparently ascribed to his people. All this will be eclaircised as 
we proceed. 

Our eye is at present to be fixed upon the grand event shadowed 
forth in the text, and the paramount question to be resolved, is that 
of the true epoch of this ordained assumption by the Messiah of 
the majesty of the kingdom. This, we think, is plainly to be placed 
at the Saviour’s ascension. The language of the Evangelist, 
Mark 16: 19, puts the fact beyond question: “ So then, after the 
Lord had spoken unto them, he was received up into heaven, and sat 
on the right hand of God.” This is confirmed by his own words 
immediately prior to that event: Matt. 28: 18, “All power is 
given unto me in heaven and on earth.” He speaks indeed as if he 
had already entered into possession of his predicted kingdom, though 
in fact his actual inauguration was to be deferred for a short time, 
till he had ascended and taken his seat on the right hand of the 
Majesty on high. There he is to sit till he hath made his enemies 
his footstool. This is the event to which the Apostle refers, Phil. 
2: 9: “ Wherefore God also hath highly exalted him, and given 
him a name which is above every name: that at the name of Jesus 
every knee should bow, of things in heaven, and things in 
earth, and things under the earth; and that every tongue should 
confess that Jesus Christ is Lord, to the glory of God the Father.” 
Eph. 4: 10, “ He that descended is the same also that ascended up 
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far above all heavens, that he might fill (or fulfil) all things.” 
Eph. 1: 19, 22, “ According to the working of his mighty power, 
which he wrought in Christ, when he raised him from the dead, 
and set him at his own right hand in the heavenly places, far above 
all principality, and power, and might, and dominion, and every 
name that is named, not only in this world, but also in that which 
is to come: and hath put all things under his feet, and gave him 
to be the head over all things to the church.’ 1 Pet. 3: 22, 
“ Who is gone into heaven, and is on the right hand of God ; angels, 
and,authorities, and powers being made subject unto him.” Heb. 1: 3, 
“ Who, when he had by himself purged our sins, sat down on the 
right hand of the Majesty on high.” To the same sublime epoch 
points a variety of passages in the Psalms, which were evidently 
indited in foresight of this decreed investiture of the Son of God, 
with his paramount dignity and dominion. It is, for instance, to 
the sublime scenery of this occasion that we are to refer the lan- 
guage of the 24th Psalm, 7-10, describing the triumphal entry of 
the Redeemer into heaven, after the victory achieved, by his death, 
over the powers of hell and sin: “ Lift up your heads, O ye gates; 
and be ye lift up, ye everlasting doors; and the King of glory 
shall come in. Who is this King of glory? the Lord strong and 
mighty, the Lord mighty in battle. Lift up your heads, O ye gaies ; 
even lift them up, ye everlasting doors; and the King of glory 
shall come in. Whois this King of glory ? the Lord of hosts, he 
is the King of glory. Selah.” 

But so important in this connexion is the establishment of the 
true date of the Messiah’s entrance upon his kingdom, that a fuller 
expansion of the evidence pertaining to it is inevitably forced upon 
us ; and the discussion is peculiarly in place in the present connexion, 
because it is in this passage of Daniel that we find the germ of 
nearly all the announcements of the New Testament, relative to 
the founding of that spiritual monarchy. A very superficial acquaint- 
ance with the tenor of the Scriptures, will disclose the obvious fact, 
that the expected Messiah was to sustain the character of a King. 
This is the scope of numerous prophecies of the Old Testament, 
and is explicitly confirmed by the angel’s anaunciation to the 
mother of our Lord: “ He shall be called the Son of the Highest, 
and the Lord-God shall give unto him the throne of his father 
David. And he shall reign over the house of Jacob for ever, and 
of his kingdom there shall be no end.”’. The same thing is mani- 
fest from the eagerness of the multitude, when excited by his miracles, 
to take him by force and make him a king, from their acclamations 
at his last entry into Jerusalem, Matt. 21: 9, “ Hosanna to the Son 
of David;” Luke, 19: 38, “ Blessed be the Aing that cometh in 
the name of the Lord;” and from the question proposed by the 
disciples just before his ascension, Acts, 1: 6, “ Lord, will thou at 
this time restore the kingdom to Israel?” Indeed the Saviour ac- 
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knowledged himself, in repeated instances, to be a king, although 
he usually speaks of himself as not destined to enter upon the actual 
possession of his kingdom till after his death. It was at hand when 
John the Baptist came preaching in the wilderness of Judea, and 
it was at hand when Jesus himself succeeded him, uttering the same 
burden. So he afterwards gave it in charge to his disciples to say, 
“The kingdom of God is come nigh unto you,” and again he 
affirms, Luke, 9: 27, “ There be some standing here which shall 
not taste of death til they see the kingdom of God ;” from which 
it is evident that it was not yet come, though it was to be estab- 
lished during the lifetime of some of those whom he addressed. 
On another occasion, Luke, 17: 20, when asked by the Pharisees 
“when the kingdom of God should come ?”’ he answers, that “ the 
kingdom of God cometh not with observation,” i. e. not with all the 
visible pomp and glory which they expected, neither when it did ar- 
rive should they say, “ Lo here, or lo there, for the kingdom of God 
was within them.” On a still later occasion, Luke 19: 12-27, he 
spake a parable implying that he should go away from those who 
were expecting his kingdom, prior to his receiving it ; from which it 
is fairly to be inferred, that the kingdom of heaven did not com- 
mence till Jesus had left the world and gone to the Father. In ac- 
cordance with this idea, after his last entry into Jerusalem, when 
predicting the desolation of that city, he says, Luke, 21: 31, 
“ When ye see these things come to pass, know ye that the king- 
dom of God is nigh at hand,” i. e. that “ the Son of man is coming 
in power and great glory ;” and in the next verse he adds, “ Verily, 
verily, 1 say unto you, this generation shall not pass till all be 
fulfilled.” 

But if this kingdom was not to commence till after the Saviour 
had left the world, and yet it was to commence during the lifetime 
of some of his followers, the inference seems easy and unavoidable, 
that the Ascension was the true date of his incipient royalty, and 
the shortly subsequent ‘ coming’ to the destruction of Jerusalem, 
was one of the first imposing stages of its manifestation. 

That this is indeed the correct view of the subject, will appear, 
we think, still more clearly from the manner in which the Scriptures 
speak of our Lord’s glorification. This term often occurs in regard 
to him in the sense of his receiving from his Father peculiar de- 
monstrations of majesty and honor; of his being exalted to a sta- 
tion of pre-eminent dignity and glory. Thus John, 13: 31, “ Now 
is the Son of man glorified ;” i.e. is just on the point of being 
glorified. John 17: 1, “Father, the hour is come; glorify thy 
Son.” Again, v. 5,“ Glorify thou me with thine own self, with 
the glory that I had with thee before the world was.” The Jan- 
guage implies that the object of his prayer was something that was 
not to be bestowed upon him on earth, but in the presence of God 
inheaven. By Peter and John the glorification of Jesus is con- 
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nected with the bestowment of the Holy Spirit. John 7: 39, 
“This spake he of the Holy Spirit, which they who believed in 
him should receive ; for the Holy Spirit was not yet given, because 
that Jesus was not yet glorified.”” The effusion of the Holy Spirit 
on the day of Pentecost was to be the grand testimony of our Lord’s 
having been glorified, by his introduction into the promised throne 
of dominion. 1 Pet. 1: 21,‘ Who by him do believe in God, that 
raised him from the dead, and gave him glory.” 1 Tim. 3: 16, 
“ God was manifest in the flesh, justified in the Spirit, seen of angels, 
preached unto the Gentiles, believed on in the world, recetved up 
ento glory.”” These and similar passages all go, we think, to es- 
tablish beyond question the epoch of the Ascension as the true date 
of the commencement of the Messiah’s reign, and consequently 
determine the period to be assigned to the vision before us. 

If any doubt should still reign in the reader’s mind, as to the 
Saviour’s ascension being the fulfilment of the mystic imagery of 
Daniel, let him advert to the narrative of the Evangelist, in which that 
event is described, Luke, 24: 51, “ And it came to pass, while he 
blessed them, he was parted from them, and carried up into heaven.” 
The original word for carried, 7j90n, (from aiee to bear, to carry), is 
not, as the Greek scholar is aware,so appropriate to express the 
idea of a majestic sailing or self-raising body, mounting to the upper 
heaven, as it is to a body raised or upborne by some other body; 
and therefore a tacit allusion to the agency of an angelic convoy, 
transporting upwards the glorified form of Jesus, seems to be very 
naturally recognised. The language of the Psalmist, Ps. 68: 17, 
18, in reference to the same event, evidently conveys the same idea, 
as it presents us with the image of a kind of living vehicle composed 
of multitudes of angels, on which he made his glorious entry into 
the precincts of the eternal throne: “The chariots of God are 

,twenty thousand, even thousands of angels: the Lord is among 
them, as in Sinai, in the holy place. Thou hast ascended on high, 
thou hast led captivity captive: thou hast received gifts for men ; 
yea, for the rebellious also, that the Lord God might dwell among 
them.” Conceiving the ‘ clouds,’ then, in the Prophet’s vision, as 
being really clouds of angels, we shall be better prepared to under- 
stand the drift of the New Testament narrative, Acts 1: 9, etc., “ And 
when he had spoken these things, while they beheld, he was taken 
up; and a cloud received him out of their sight.”’ It was by this 
‘cloud’ of celestial attendants that he was ‘ brought,’ in the Jan- 
guage of Daniel, to the Ancient of days, from him to receive the 
seals, as it were, of that high office which he was to fill, as head of 
the universal spiritual empire now to be set up. 

We are brought then by this process to some very important 
results in regard to the order and the periods of the great events 
here shadowed forth. As this coming of the Son of man in the 
clouds of heaven to the Ancient of days is to be referred to the time 
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of his Ascension, and as the thrones are already set when he comes, 
it is clear that the visionary judgment which sits upon the fourth 
Beast is to be considered as having really commenced prior to the 
Ascension. Yet, as it is equally obvious that the judgment con- 
tinues to sit till the power of the Beast and the Little Horn is 
wasted away, we cannot resist the inference, that the Kingdom of 
the Son of man runs parallel with its duration, and is continually 
pressing and bearing down upon it, until becoming identical with 
the judgment, it finally reaches its consummation when these antag~ 
onist dominions are at length abolished. There is, therefore, we 
conceive, no greater mistake in regard to the whole rationale of 
this prophecy, than to understand the judgment and the coming of 
the Son of man here mentioned as a final judgment and final 
coming of Christ synchronical with an anticipated physical catas- 
trophe of the globe. Nor is it possible to restrict the judgment of 
the Ancient of days to any one crisis at any other time of the grand 
movements of Providence. It is a judgment of gradual execution 
elongating itself over a wide tract of ages, and coming to a close 
with the ultimate extinction of that hostile power against which it 
is mainly arrayed. The precise date to which its commencement 
is to be fixed we do not assume to determine, because the Scrip- 
tures do not afford us the adequate data. Sufficient for our pur- 
pose is the fact, that it begins to sit prior to the entrance of 
Christ upon his ‘spiritual kingdom, which is undoubtedly to be 
referred to his Ascension in the cloud of angelic attendants. The 
assertion of this is evidently the scope of Peter’s discourse on the 
day of Pentecost, in which he says, Acts 2: 33—36, “ There- 
fore being by the right hand of God exalted, and having received 
of the Father the promise of the Holy Ghost, he hath shed forth 
this which ye now see and hear. For David is not ascended into 
the heavens, but he saith himself, The Lord said unto my Lord, 
Sit thou on my right hand, until I make thy foes thy footstool. 
Therefore let all the house of Israel know assuredly, that God hath 
made that same Jesus whom ye have crucified, both Lord and 
Christ.” 

The effusion of the Spirit on that memorable day was an 
earnest and pledge of the actual investiture of Christ with the regal 
character which he was henceforward to sustain in reference to 
the kingdom predicted here by Daniel, and elsewhere by the other 
prophets. For certain it is that the whole Bible echoes to the an- 
nouncement, that it was he, and he only, who was to be enthroned 
and crowned “ Lord of all, to the glory of God the Father.” He now, 
according to the announcement of the 110th Psalm, took his seat at 
the right hand of the Majesty on high, where he was to “ rule in the 
midst of his enemies ;” from which it evidently appears, that it is 
by no means necessary that Christ should first dissolve al] antago- 
nist dominions on earth before he sets up his own, but that he is to 
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found afd administer a spiritual empire during the continuance 
and in despite of the resistance of all antichristian powers that 
might be arrayed against it. He was predicted as destined to 
sway his sceptre “ in the midst of his enemies.” Thus in point of 
fact it cannot be questioned that our blessed Immanuel actually 
reigned in this manner when, in the early ages of Christianity, his 
gospel took effect in the midst of the multitudes of the Pagan 
Roman empire, and numerous communities were gathered amongst 
the idolatrous masses, who avowed their allegiance to Christ as 
superior to all earthly potentates, and acknowledged his laws as 
superior to theirs, whenever they commanded what his forbade, 
or forbade what his commanded. In this was evidently fulfilled 
the inspired intimation, that “ the rod of his strength should be 
sent out of Zion,” or, as another prophet has expressed it, that 
“ out of Zion should go forth the law, and the word of the Lord 
from Jerusalem.” This was the law of the Messiah, or that Gos- 
pel which was first preached, “ beginning at Jerusalem,” and was 
thence sounded out over the Roman empire, commanding faith and 
confounding opposition. This spiritual power, constituting the 
essential life of the Saviour’s kingdom, has been spreading and 
deepening ever since, and is destined finally to put down all coun- 
teracting influences, and to possess itself of the mental and govern- 
mental domain of the whole earth. This is clearly the scope of 
the present vision, which can scarcely be misunderstood by any 
who shall be ready to admit that prophecy is but the foreshadowing 
of Providence, and that Providence produces its results by a grad- 
ual process. 

We are well aware that however plausible and self-sustained 
the general principle here announced may appear, it will still re- 
ceive but a slow and reluctant admission when viewed in specific 
application to the passage we are now considering. So deep- 
seated and inveterate is the propensity to interpret the prophetic 
symbols of sudden and temporary crises, and so long established 
has been the persuasion, that both the judgment and the taking 
possession of the kingdom here announced were to be realized in 
events occurring at particular epochs, that he assumes a Herculean 
labor who shall undertake to evince their fulfilment in a protracted 
course of providential movements extended over a long lapse of 
centuries. And yet to what other conclusion can we come with 
the page of history recording the revolutions of time before us? 
We have seen that the sitting of the judgment was prior to the 
coming of the Son of man to the Ancient of days ; and as this com- 
ing in the clouds of heaven must be referred to the Saviour’s ascen- 
sion, and yet the consummated possession of the kingdom by the 
Saints was not to occur till after the fourth monarchy was wasted 
away, how is it possible to resist the inference, that the events 
here shadowed forth are in fact spread over a very extended dura- 
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tion? But this conclusion rests not upon the intrinsic exigences 
and congruities of the present text alone. We believe the view is 
confirmed by the express declarations of the inspired writers, en- 
forcing upon us the theory of the gradual fulfilment for which we 
contend. The important bearing of the 110th Psalm, in the pre- 
sent connexion, will have been obvious from previous citations. 
Scarcely any prophecy of the Old Testament is more frequently 
quoted in the New, and nothing is more obvious than that the 
grand burden of that Psalm is the exaltation of the Messiah to the 
throne of his kingdom—the very event represented in this part of 
the imagery of the prophet. But with that announced accession 
of Christ to his sovereignty is indissolubly linked the promise, that 
all things should be subjected under him, and his enemies made his 
footstool. Now this promise we believe the apostle, Heb. 2: 5—9, 
expressly affirms to have been of gradual accomplishment: “ For 
unto the angels hath he not put in subjection the world to come 
whereof we speak. But one in a certain place testified, saying, 
What is man, that thou art mindful of him? or the son of man, 
that thou visitest him? Thou madest him a little lower than the 
angels; thou crownedst him with glory and honor, and didst set 
him over the works of thy hands; thou hast put all things in sub- 
jection under his feet. For in that he put all in subjection under 
him, he left nothing that is not put under him. But now we see 
not yet all things put under him.” Here then it appears, that al- 
though the Messiah had actually entered upon the reversionary inher- 
itance of the throne of the everlasting kingdom, and all things were 
in a train of subjugation to him, still the final issue had not yet been 
reached, but was to be at length expected. The same great truth is 
undoubtedly taught in the Saviour’s parable, Matt. 13: 31—33, 
‘“ The kingdom of heaven is like to a grain of mustard-seed, which a 
man took, and sowed in his field: which indeed is the least of all 
seeds: but when it is grown, it is the greatest among herbs, and 
becometh a tree, so that the birds of the air come and lodge in the 
branches thereof. Another parable spake he unto them: The 
kingdom of heaven is like unto !eaven, which a woman hid in three 
measures of meal, till the whole was leavened.”—But of this far- 
ther in the sequel. 

But consequences of 2 far more important character than any 
we have yet stated depend upon the right interpretation of the 
passage now before us. The “coming of the Son of man,” set 
forth in visionary semblance in the description of the prophet, is 
undoubtedly the archetypal advent to which such repeated allu- 
sions occur in the words of Christ and his apostles. The proof of 
this is a point of transcendent interest, and must, if clearly made 
out, put a new complexion upon a multitude of passages of the 
New Testament. If this should be the result of our inquiries, we 
beg to stand acquitted in the judgment of our readers of any par- 
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ticular desire to propound nov elties of interpretation as such. We 
claim rather to be considered as aiming simply to discover the truth 
of these inspired predictions,-and as “led onward by the evidence 
that presents itself from stage to stage of our investigations. 

The great question that presses with mountain w eight upon us 
in the exposition of this vision, is, whether the “ coming,”’ of which 
our Saviour speaks so frequently to the Jews, is any other than the 
coming shadowed out in the passage before us. In other words, 
the object that now solicits inquiry, is the true purport of those 
texts which are usually cited in proof of the second personal and 
visible advent of Christ. This inquiry, always important, is espe- 
cially so at the present day, when “ every one hath a revelation, 
hath an interpretation,” and the minds of multitudes are “ as areed 
shaken with the wind.” 

The due discussion of the subject will necessarily require a very 
close examination of the phraseology employed in reference to the 
event as here described. It is only in this way that we can hope 
to gain an accurate view of the relation which the New Testament 
announcements bear to this passage of Daniel ; and upon the ascer- 
tainment of this relation every thing depends. 

The words of the prophet are, “ I saw in the night visions, and 
behold one like the Son of man came (nsx lit. coming) with the 
clouds of heaven, and came (ny) to the Ancient of days, and they 
brought him near before him.” Here it will be observed that the 
on employs two different words for ‘ came,’ of which the only 
difference of sense appears to be, that the latter implies a nearer 
approach than the other, it being the Chal. term which generally 
answers to the Heb. 232 to touch, to reach unto, to come in contact 
with. It here undoubtedly denotes that kind of coming to the 
Ancient of days which would be connected with an actual sitting 
down by him, as a participator of his throne—an idea which is 
obviously fav ored by the Gr. gag tov madaov tar ijusowr éq dace, 
he came as far as to the Ancient of days, making the act equivalent 
to that indicated in the 110th Psalm, “ Sit thou ‘at my right hand.” 
In fact nothing can be more express in confirmation of this view, 
than the words of the Ev angelist, already quoted, respecting the 
ascension, Mark 16: 19: “ So then, after the Lord had spoken unto 
them, he was received up into heaven, and sat on the right hand of 
God.” This brings the language of Daniel, of David, and of the 
Evangelists, into perfect harmony in respect to the commencement 
of the Saviour’s kingdom. Theother word is the more ordinary term 
to express the simple idea conveyed by our English ‘ came,’ by 
which it is rendered. The Greek has éozduerog, coming, \ hich in 
fact is a very literal version of the original mmx, as this is nota 
verb, but a present participle. 

We have already remarked, in a previous paragraph, that the 
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text itself affords no data for determining the direction of the motion 
denoted by the phrase—whether it were a motion of ascent or of 
descent. But the view above suggested of the event here shadowed 
forth, doubtless affords us a true ‘clew to the imagery. That event 
we have endeavored to evince to be the Ascension of Christ, and 
this at once determines the question respecting the direction of the 
coming. He came from the earth, and ascended to heaven, in order 
to enter upon the scene of the vision. But in the description of 
such a scene, and such an entrance, the imaginary stand-point of . 
the describer would govern his use of the terms employed. If he 
conceived himself to be stationed within the precincts of the 
heavenly conclave, or near it, he would of course say that he saw 
one like the Son of man coming in the clouds of heaven ; whereas, 

if he were supposed to witness ‘such an entrance to the angelic circle 
from the earth, from which the Saviour ascended, he would more 
naturally say that he saw him going to the Ancient of days. “Now, 

in point of fact, the term employed is coming, and as the Spirit of 
inspiration seldom permits us to lose sight of the various points of 
relation between the predictions of the Old Testament and the ful- 
filments of the New, we cannot but regard it as a subject demanding, 
in this connexion, the strictest philological inquest, whether this be 
not the true interpretation of Acts 1: 9-11: “ And when he had 
spoken these things, while they beheld, he was taken up; and a 
cloud received him out of their sight. And while they looked 
steadfastly toward heaven as he went up, behold two men stood 
by them in white apparel ; which also said, Ye men of Galilee, 

why stand ye gazing up into heaven? this same Jesus which is 
taken up from you into heaven, shall so come (ovrwg éhevoetat) in 
like manner as ye have seen him go into heaven.” It is, we think, 

by no means certain that the sense put upon these words, by the 
mass of expositors, is the true one. The meaning may simply be, 
that this same Jesus, whom they had now seen taken up to heaven, 
should so arrive, (viz., in heaven,) as they had seen him go towards 
heaven ; for the vision of Daniel had announced just such an advent 
or entrance to the heavenly court. If a return from heaven to this 
world had been intended, the expression would hardly have 
been édevoerat, shall come, but rather aveievoetat or madiv éLevoetat, 
shall come again ; and that established usage confirms this construc- 
tion will appear from the following passages: Matt. 2: 11,“ And 
when they were come (é.0orreg having come or gone) into the house, 
they saw, &c.”’ Matt. 12: 9, “ And ¥ hen he was departed thence, he 
went (7 1940) into their synagogue.” John 6: 17, “ And entered 
into a ship, and went (jeyorzo) over the sea toward Capernaum.” 
John 11: 32,“ Then when Mary was come (or had gone, 7.0¢v) 
where Jesus was, &c.”’ From these citations, and numerous others 
which might be adduced, it appears that the original term (égyduar) 
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is rendered interchangeably by coming or going, according to the 
exigency of the connexion, and we are aware of no violence done 
to the present text by the version proposed. 

At the same time, as this construction, however probable, is by 
no means demonstratively certain, we do not feel at liberty to build 
upon it any of the important consequences which arise from the 
true explication of Daniel’s vision, and of the ‘ coming’ involved 
therein. The phrase “ shall so come” may undoubtedly be inter- 
preted of a return to the earth, although in that case we think it 
but fair that we should be required to construe its meaning by the 
governing usage of Christ and the apostles, in respect to the term 
‘coming,’ as applied to an event, or series of events, then future. 
What this usage is, constitutes, as will be at once acknowledged, a 
very important inquiry, the results of which must bear upon the 
whole train of announcements covering the field of scriptural 
Eschatology. We enter upon it with some hopes of being able to 
find a clew to the true solution of some of the obscurest portions of 
the New Testament. 

(To be continued.) 


NOTICES OF NEW PUBLICATIONS. 


Cyciopz#pia oF BisiicaL Literature. By John Kitto, Editor of the 
“ Pictorial Bible,” §c. §c. Assisted by various able Scholars and 
Divines. New-York: Mark H. Newman. Part II. 8vo. p. 81-176. 


TE prosecution of this valuable work fully realizes all the expecta- 
tions created by the appearance of the preceding part. The articles, 
which extend from Arriniry to Arocrypna, discover all of them the 
hand of ripe writers, qualified by the direction of their several studies to 
do the most ample justice to the subjects of which they treat. In a work 
of this nature, embracing such an immense variety of unrelated topics, 
itis hardly possible that one mind can adequately command the whole 
field. Mr. Kitto, by enlisting in his service the peculiar forte of each in- 
dividual of a large corps of collaborateurs, has taken the right method of 
securing the most thorough and able treatment of the numerous points 
which enter the plan of a Biblical Cyclopedia. The initials at the close 
of each article usually indicate the contributor, although, as we meet 
with those to which there is no corresponding name in the list, it is evi- 
dent that but a part of the names is given. The portions of the work to 
which no name is attached we presume to be from the pen of the Editor 
himself, and the variety of subjects embraced in these renders their ability 
still more conspicuous and remarkable. 

Among the articles of special value jn the present number, we may 
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indicate those bearing the heads of AupHaget, in which the writer con- 
siders the Pheenician as the primitive type of the Hebrew, Syriac, Ara- 
bic, and all the European characters,—Avttar, ANATHEMA, ANTEDILU- 
vians, AnTiquiTigs. in each of which, as in all others throughout the 
work, the results are such as correspond with the advanced state of re- 
search in all the various departments. The engravings in this second part 
are numerous, and of such an authentic character as to cast great light 
upon the several points which they are designed to illustrate. We shall 
look with deep interest upon the future progress of the work. B. 





A CriricaL anp HisroricaL INTRODUCTION TO THE CANONICAL Scrip- 
TURES OF THE O_p Testament. From the German of W. M. L. 
De Wette. Translated and enlarged by Theodore Parker. 2 vols. 
8vo. Boston: Little & Brown. 







Tuts is a work got up in the most splendid style of typography, and 
forming an addition, in many respects important, to our daily accumu- 
lating stores of biblical literature. Viewed inthe main as a translation 
of De Wette, it comes before the Christian community under perhaps 
better auspices than it would be likely to do with the name of Mr. 
Parker as author, as his avowed theological sentiments have not 
tended to beget the impression of their involving a very high estimate of 
the inspiration and authority of the sacred volume. Indeed, we must 
confess to some degree of surprise upon finding his name attached to any 
work on the subject of these volumes, supposing, as we naturally did, that 
his studies and researches led him far more to the enthronement of Rea- 
son than of Revelation, as the grand arbiter of religious belief. But, 
from the labor evidently bestowed upon the enterprise before us, we are 
perhaps bound to infer that he cherishes a reverence for the Scriptural 
writings, considered, at least, in the light of documentary relics of that 
ancient form of faith from which the current Christianity of the world 
takes its rise. With the motive, therefore, which has prompted him to 
expend his learned labor on the records of Moses and the Prophets, we 
have no disposition to find fault, as the requisite time and toil have 
been much better devoted than they would have been in excogitating 
reasonings, the tendency of which was to weaken and subvert all 
due respect to the authority of either. The a@ priori presumption, 
however, will undoubtedly be, that Mr. Parker would scarcely have 
selected any work for translation on this subject unless it were one that 
favored on the whole his own looser views of the true character of the 
sacred books. That such is the case in regard to the “Introduction” of 
De Wette, we are constrained to acknowledge, at the same time, that we 
are far from denying that a very considerable amount of valuable matter 
may be gleaned from his pages, or that the world would be better off 
with the present volumes than without them. The work has passed 
through five editions in Germany, and doubtless embodies the results of 


the most important historical criticism of all ages. Still the same may 
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be said of other compilations devoid of the laxer principles which distin- 
guish the present ; in regard to the author of which Mr. Parker evidently 
intends an emphatic commendation when he says, that he ‘stands at the 
head of the liberal school of German critics.’ For ourselves, regarding 
this as a very ambiguous kind of compliment, we place the chief merit of 
the work in its copious allusions to all the valuable literature, ancient and 
modern, repecting the Old Testament. With the references here fur- 
nished in the multitudinous notes, the biblical student will undoubtedly 
be able to follow out any particular train of inquiry in any department of 
the wide field of biblical science. He is thus provided in the notes with 
the means of securing himself against the errors of judgment in the text, 
and that these are neither few nor small we are forced to acknowledge. 
The only work in English with which the present is to be compared is 
obviously that of Horne; and though our estimate of that is not very 
high, and though Mr. Parker speaks of it in rather disparaging terms, 
yet we are inclined to regard it as on the whole a preferable manual 
for the student to the Introduction of De Wette. From embracing a 
wider range of topics, it may not be so elaborate in particular parts; 
yet its conclusions are safer, its collateral references are nearly as 
abundant, and it displays more reverence for the divine character of 
the volume of which it treats. In nearly all the German Introductions 
to the Scriptures with which we are acquainted the Bible is treated for 
the most part merely as an ancient classic, the production of men, and 
amenable to precisely the same laws of criticism and hermeneutics with 
uninspired documents. With this mode of viewing the sacred writings 
we have no sympathy, and in its results no confidence. We object not 
to the most erudite chain of historical deductions as to the formation of 
the saered text, nor would we shrink from the application of the most 
rigid tests to the integrity and authority of every part. But we would 
still contend that the divine origin of the Scriptures is to be taken for 
granted in the outset, and allowed to exercise its legitimate influence in 
modifying our views of its character in every step of our investigation. 
If the spirit of the book does not find a response in the spirit of the critic 
or commentator, he is but illy prepared for the competent discharge of 
his office. He may accumulate a mass of barren biblical statistics, but 
very little more. B. 


LITERARY AND BIBLIcAL INTELLIGENCE. 


Rev. Albert Barnes is about putting to press a Commentary on the 
Book of Job. 

The admirable Commentary on the Romans by Dr. Chalmers has 
all been issued by Mr. Carter, and Redfield’s Pictorial Bible has reached 
the ninth number. 
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The new edition of Gesenius’s Hebrew Lexicon, by Prof. Robinson 
will soon aopear, with important additions and improvements. 

A small manual treatise, condensing a very pithy and rather original 
Scriptural argument In proof of the “Conversion and Restoration of the 
Jews,” has just appeared from the pen of Origen Bacheler. It will well 
repay a perusal. 

“ Nature and Revelation, showing the present condition of the 
Churches, and the Change now to come upon the World, by the Second 
Advent, in Spirit, of the Messiah, with Interpretations of Prophecies in: 
Daniel and in the Book of Revelation,” is the title of a work bearing the 
name of J. H. Van Amringe as author, and recently issued by R. P. 
Bixby & Co., of this city. We chronicle its appearance as coming within 
the class of works which it is more especially the object of the Hiero- 
phant to notice, altbough the strictly prophetical part of it forms an ex 
ceedingly small portion of the volume. Of the work itself we have not 
read sufficient to pronounce a judgment. 

We have received from Rev. Samuel Davidson, Professor in the Lan- 
cashire Independent College, Manchester, Eng., a fine copy of his elabo- 
rate work recently issued, entitled “ Sacred Hermeneutics developed and 
applied ; including a History of Biblical Interpretation, from the earliest 
of the Fathers to the Reformation”—a volume of which we shall endeavor 
to give our readers a fuller account hereafter. 





